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further tests will be unnecessary. I respectfully
suggest to President Chirac that the eight un-
derground nuclear tests to be conducted be-
tween September and May are themselves
unnecessary.

The threat of nuclear war that once cast a
large shadow over national and international
affairs has been considerably diminished since
the end of the cold war. One hundred and
seventy nations agreed recently to extend the
Nuclear Non-Proliferation Treaty in the expec-
tation that the nuclear powers, including
France, would ratify a comprehensive nuclear
test ban by 1996 and refrain from conducting
any nuclear test. France’s planned nuclear
tests conflict with the designation of the South
Pacific as a nuclear-free zone. In spite of
these developments and designations, Presi-
dent Chirac has decided that France will be-
come one of only two nations—the other being
China—still conducting nuclear tests.

In announcing the resumption of French nu-
clear tests, President Chirac waved away the
criticism of ecologists by stating that the eight
planned underground tests on Moruroa Atoll
would have ‘‘no ecological consequences.’’
President Chirac also indicated his decision
was ‘‘in the higher interest of [the French] na-
tion’’ and also ‘‘irrevocable.’’ While President
Chirac’s decision appears intended to rein-
force France’s stature as the world’s third nu-
clear power, it also revives the dismissive atti-
tude of past French Governments toward the
concerns of scientists and South Pacific Is-
landers.

As our colleague Congressman
FALEOMAVAEGA has noted, South Pacific Is-
landers are acutely aware of the lingering ef-
fects of nuclear testing. Certainly, the Marshall
Islanders who were exposed to radiation when
the United States Government conducted nu-
clear weapons tests over Bikini Atoll in the
1940’s and 1950’s could tell President Chirac
a thing or two about the consequences, eco-
logical and otherwise, of nuclear tests.

Nuclear tests release two types of radio-
active isotopes. The first type, radioactive io-
dine, is relatively short-lived and decays rap-
idly within several months. The second type,
including cesium-137, strontium-90, and pluto-
nium-239, is very long-lived, and if present in
the food chain, even in low-levels, could be re-
sponsible for producing increased risks of can-
cers of all types. The fact that an excessive
number of thyroid nodules and birth defects
have been observed among residents of the
northern Marshall Islands suggests strongly
that long-lived radioactive isotopes are present
in the environment of the northern Marshall Is-
lands.

Of course, President Chirac could—and
probably would—dismiss these observations
about the lingering effects of nuclear tests on
Marshall Islanders on the grounds that the 66
nuclear tests conducted by America during the
1940’s to 1950’s took place in the atmosphere
whereas the eight nuclear tests that France
plans to conduct will take place deep under
Moruroa Atoll.

President Chirac has made it abundantly
clear that he is both determined to resume
French nuclear tests and confident that the
planned series of underground nuclear tests
pose absolutely no risk to the ocean, the ma-
rine life, and surrounding environment.

I must respectfully point out to President
Chirac that his decision to resume nuclear
tests under Moruroa Atoll is appalling to envi-

ronmentalists, scientists, nuclear disarmament
supporters, and the people who live in or
around the South Pacific. I strongly and ear-
nestly appeal to President Chirac to rescind
his decision to resume these French nuclear
tests. They constitute a needless assault on
our ocean habitat as well as an open violation
of the test ban treaty.

The world should not have to tolerate any
more tests. The Just-One-More-Test-Before-
We-Sign-the-Treaty stance taken by President
Chirac is sheer hypocrisy.

f
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A REPORT FROM INDIANA

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
SMITH of Michigan). Under a previous
order of the House, the gentleman from
Indiana [Mr. MCINTOSH] is recognized
for 5 minutes.

Mr. MCINTOSH. Mr. Speaker, from
time to time I would like to share with
my colleagues in the House a report on
what I learn when Ruthie and I go
home to Indiana each weekend—a Re-
port from Indiana if you will.

This weekend I had the privilege of
attending the ‘‘promise keeper men’s
conference.’’ We have talked a great
deal about how this new Republican
Congress is keeping our promises made
to the American people to change
Washington by reducing the size and
scope of the Federal Government cut-
ting taxes and balancing the budget.

This conference was about keeping
promises at a much more fundamental
level.

And the results are phenomenal
62,000 men came from throughout the
midwest to the Hoosierdome in down-
town Indianapolis to reaffirm their
faith and their commitment to their
families.

There is nothing quite like joining in
with 62,000 men singing church camp-
fire songs at the top of their lungs.

Tony Evans—who was chaplain to the
Dallas Cowboys—spoke about how com-
mitted individuals are the building
blocks of our society.

When we keep our promise to live the
standards of our faith, we become lead-
ers. As strong individuals we can lead
our family—and pass on these values to
our children. Strong families make up
healthy communities—where we live
out the commandment to love our
neighbors and ourselves. And, Tony
Evans pointed out healthy commu-
nities are the building blocks of good
States and good States build strong
Nation. A United States, committed to
the moral principles that have always
made our country strong, will lead the
world and establish freedom for all
mankind.

I was profoundly struck by Tony
Evans’ message—as I realized that each
of us, by keeping faith with promises
we make are an integral part to restor-
ing, strengthening, and building the
American dream.

And I was even more profoundly
struck on Sunday morning when I at-
tended a 25th wedding celebration of

two friends who have and are living out
this principle.

Anne and Max Smith invited their
friends to join them at a service at
Westfield Friends Meeting, a quaint
little county church just outside Ha-
gerstown, IN.

Max is a full time farmer; Anne
works at the local welfare office help-
ing children. They both have a strong
faith that has been the touchstone of
their busy lives. On that faith they
built a strong family—raising two chil-
dren, Brent and Shellio, of their own.

Their strong family let them reach
out to help others in their community.
At a testimonial lunch after the serv-
ice, three different young people spoke
about how Max and Anne had ‘‘adopted
them’’ into their family and given
them a chance in life.

Max serves the community as county
commissioner, spending countless
hours worrying about county services,
from fixing back roads in rural Wayne
County to administering relief to the
poor.

Anne and Max have both been prom-
ise keepers. Their commitment has
made their church, their community,
their county, the State of Indiana, and
America a better place to live. And I
was honored to be a small part of their
celebration of 25 years of marriage.

Mr. Speaker, that’s the report from
Indiana for this week.
f

THE SUPREME COURT RULING ON
REDISTRICTING

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of May
12th, 1995, the gentleman from Louisi-
ana [Mr. FIELDS] is recognized for a pe-
riod of time not to extend beyond mid-
night, as the designee of the minority
leader.

Mr. FIELDS of Louisiana. Mr. Speak-
er, tonight I rise to talk about a deci-
sion that was handed down by the Su-
preme Court today. I find it very ironic
that the Supreme Court would rule in a
case that affects the District, the 11th
District of Georgia, to be unconstitu-
tional, and it is ironic that we stand at
a time in our history that we are try-
ing to bring about a color blind soci-
ety. We are trying to bring about a de-
mocracy to represent all of the people,
and the Supreme Court ruled today
that the 11th District of Georgia is un-
constitutional, and ruled that the
Fourth Congressional District, the dis-
trict which I represent, did not rule on
that district at all, simply because the
plaintiffs in that case did not have
standing.

Tonight I wanted to take just a mo-
ment to talk about some of the dis-
tricts that are majority districts
across this country that look just as ir-
regular as the majority minority dis-
tricts in this country, and try to give
some sense of understanding as to why
would courts and why would people
across America, even entertain the
thought that districts, simply because
of their shape and simply because of
their appearance, are unconstitutional.
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I wanted to start by talking about

the Fourth Congressional District in
Louisiana, the district which I rep-
resent. Mr. Speaker, I represent a dis-
trict that is a very diverse district. The
district that I represent is in fact the
district of the future. It is a district
that is comprised of about 55 percent
African-Americans and about 45 per-
cent are white citizens. Therefore, this
district in my opinion is a very diverse
district, and it really bothers me to-
night that the Supreme Court would
even consider striking down a district
that is as diverse as the district that I
represent.

If you look at the shape of the
Fourth Congressional District in Lou-
isiana, one may say on its face it is ir-
regular. One may say that it looks
somewhat different from the form, be-
cause it does move from the northern
part of the State of Louisiana, to those
who are not familiar with the Fourth
Congressional District. This district
moves from the northern part of Lou-
isiana, which is the Shreveport-Bossier
area, and then it goes down to the
more southern part of the State, which
goes a little bit past Baton Rouge and
goes into St. James Parish.

This district in my opinion is a pret-
ty nice looking district. Most people
when they look at this district on a
map, they say, that is an irregular-
shaped district. It looks bad, it looks
bizarre and it ought to be unconstitu-
tional, and it ought to be unconstitu-
tional because it is a majority black
district, and why would anybody in
their right mind draw a district like
that? However, when you really look at
the facts of the matter, Mr. Speaker,
you see that many districts all across
this country look the same and look
just like the Fourth Congressional Dis-
trict of Louisiana.

For example, if you take the Fourth
Congressional District of Tennessee,
which was created in 1990, this district,
Mr. Speaker, is 96 percent majority, 96
percent white. This district is not
under attack tonight, it probably will
not be under attack tomorrow, and
probably will not be under attack in
the future of this country.

I often wonder, why would one allege
that the Fourth Congressional District
and the 11th Congressional District of
the State of Georgia are unconstitu-
tional because they look irregular and
the majority of the voters in those par-
ticular districts are black.

Ms. MCKINNEY. Mr. Speaker, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. FIELDS of Louisiana. I am
happy to yield to the gentlewoman
from Georgia.

Ms. MCKINNEY. If one had a pejo-
rative perspective about this kind of
district, one could say it looks like
Batman spreading his wings.

Mr. FIELDS of Louisiana. Without
question. If you look at the Fourth
Congressional District from Tennessee
and the Fourth Congressional District
of Louisiana—as a matter of fact, I am
going to try to see if I can put the two

districts side by side. I mean these two
districts, if you look at the two dis-
tricts side by side, you see that these
two districts do not look too much dif-
ferent from each other. I mean, this is
the Fourth Congressional District. The
only difference is this district is much
more diverse than the 11th Congres-
sional District in Tennessee. This dis-
trict in Tennessee is 96 percent white;
this district is 45 percent white, 55 per-
cent black. The only difference is, if
you want to look at it from an appear-
ance perspective, is this district is
more diverse than the Fourth Congres-
sional District in Tennessee, and it
amazes me tonight that this district
would be in question as an unconstitu-
tional district simply because it is ma-
jority minority.

Ms. MCKINNEY. If the gentleman
would continue to yield, during the re-
apportionment process, as you know,
you were part of the Louisiana Legisla-
ture, I was a part of the Georgia Legis-
lature, and people would go and look at
these maps on the wall and they would
try and affix the names and shapes and
all kinds of pejorative terms to these
districts that were majority minority.

However, I am astounded to see, and
this is my first time seeing this, the
Fourth District in Tennessee that
looks—I mean if I wanted to be pejo-
rative, I would call it all kinds of
names, too. However, that is not what
we are about. Was this an effective dis-
trict in electing someone to represent
the people of Tennessee?

Mr. FIELDS of Louisiana. Without
question, and I am glad the gentle-
woman makes that distinction. I mean,
I am certainly not being critical of the
Fourth District of Tennessee. I feel it
is a beautiful district, because first of
all, it is not a beauty contest we are in
today in terms of determining how dis-
tricts look, because none of them look
like perfect squares and perfect circles,
they all look like animal cookies, if
you really want to know the truth.

The fact of the matter is this district
encompasses urban and rural Ten-
nessee, I mean it moves to Kentucky,
so when people talk about the Fourth
Congressional District of Louisiana
and other majority minority districts
in this country, they ought to look at
some of the majority districts in this
country and see that those districts are
no better than the majority minority.

Ms. MCKINNEY. If the gentleman
will continue to yield, Mr. Speaker,
they call them monstrosities, they call
them sprawling, they call them all
kinds of names, and here we see that
we have white districts that can also
be termed as sprawling and huge and
monstrosities of districts as well. Dis-
tricts are districts. The bottom line is
do they elect competent people to rep-
resent the people of the area of these
districts, just as the Fourth District of
Louisiana works.

Mr. FIELDS of Louisiana. That is
right. This in my opinion is very much
constitutional, it should stand in any
court of law. No one should challenge

this district, because this district was
the district that was drawn by the
State legislature in the State of Ten-
nessee, and it ought to be upheld and
not challenged.

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentle-
woman from Texas, Ms. JACKSON-LEE.

Ms. JACKSON-LEE. Mr. Speaker, I
wanted to applaud the gentlewoman
from Georgia [Ms. MCKINNEY] and the
gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. FIELDS]
for their hard work in this matter, and
simply cite to both of you the dissent-
ing opinion of Stevens that really said
what you have just said.

Justice Ginsberg, according to Ste-
vens, has explained why the district
court’s opinion on the merits was erro-
neous, and why this court’s law-chang-
ing decision will breed unproductive
litigation. He joined in the opinion
without reservation.

This decision will result in unproduc-
tive litigation, because there are dis-
tricts all over the Nation that have
varying shapes. Why should anyone
want to open up a Pandora’s box of
challenging all of those districts, of
which people are pleased with their
representation and comfortable with
their representation. He added and said
that he believes that the respondents
of these cases, like the respondents in
the United States versus Hayes, have
not suffered any legally cognisable in-
jury, that these people have not been
hurt.

Ms. MCKINNEY. Mr. Speaker, if the
gentleman will continue to yield.

Are you suggesting then that a Pan-
dora’s box has been opened, and so now
we see that districts that are a major-
ity black and majority minority across
this country have been subjected to
lawsuits, so we could also now find the
majority white districts that look like
this, drawn on the basis of race, also
subjected to lawsuits?

Ms. JACKSON-LEE. Well if the gen-
tleman would continue to yield as well,
let me say that I can only read the
plain black and white language here of
the court. Justice Ginsberg, who an-
swers that question yes, by saying that
this law-changing decision that was of-
fered today will breed unproductive
litigation. If these are examples of dis-
tricts across the Nation, which by the
way, we have not heard a rising up of
constituents in these different districts
who happen to be, I believe, satisfied
with their representative, which is
what this Congress is about, a rep-
resentative body. It appears to me that
even the court believes that now we
have opened to the world that if one
person in the corner of that district or
in the corner of a district in Montana
or South Dakota or Michigan feels that
they have a funny shape, but have not
been denied representation, it appears
that we have the Supreme Court, at
least in the dissent by a very able Jus-
tice Ginsberg saying, yes, we have
opened up this legal system to unpro-
ductive litigation with this decision
today.

Mr. FIELDS of Louisiana. Mr. Speak-
er, I want to ask the gentlewoman a
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few questions. I am going to place on
the top of district No. 4 district No. 11,
which is the district that the court
ruled as being an unconstitutional dis-
trict, the 11th District of Georgia.
From an appearance perspective, would
the gentlewoman agree with me that
both of these districts pretty much
look irregular, if you want to use the
term irregular?

Ms. JACKSON-LEE. Mr. Speaker, if
the gentleman will continue to yield,
someone would say in the eyes of be-
holder. I think that there would be the
reception by many who looked at that
and said yes, on both of those districts.

Ms. MCKINNEY. Mr. Speaker, in my
eyes that is the most beautiful district
in the State of Georgia.

Mr. FIELDS of Louisiana. Let me
ask the gentlewoman another question.

Ms. JACKSON-LEE. I understand.
Mr. FIELDS of Louisiana. Let me

present another scenario to the gentle-
woman. If I would suggest to the gen-
tlewoman that this district is 60 per-
cent black and 40 percent white, and
this district is 96 percent white and 4
percent black, which of the two dis-
tricts would the gentlewoman suggest
would be the most diverse district?

Ms. JACKSON-LEE. Obviously, the
top district that you have, the 11th
District of Georgia, and as well, I
would imagine that you might be able
to point out several communities of in-
terest in that district.

Mr. FIELDS of Louisiana. I would
ask the gentlewoman, which would be
the most segregated districts of the
two?

Ms. JACKSON-LEE. Mr. Speaker, it
would certainly seem to be the last
one, which is, I believe, the fourth dis-
trict.

Mr. FIELDS of Louisiana. So if this
district would be declared unconstitu-
tional and segregate voters, then one
would have to just make the fair as-
sumption that this district would have
to follow under the same rules and reg-
ulations; would you not agree to that?

Ms. JACKSON-LEE. I think what
that does is absolutely affirms the
comments made by Justice Ginsberg
which say, you have now then opened a
door to lawsuits all over this country,
for districts all over this country.
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And I frankly think this is not what
the American people want. They want
to be able to elect a Representative of
their choosing. They want to be as-
sured that that Representative will
represent them and their interests. I do
not think they want to find themselves
in courthouses across this Nation chal-
lenging districts on the basis of shape.

Ms. MCKINNEY. Mr. Speaker, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. FIELDS of Louisiana. I yield to
the gentlewoman from Georgia.

Ms. MCKINNEY. I would also suggest
that the American people do not want
a second occurrence of the situation
that occurred after reconstruction.
And that is that the American people

do not want the elected Representa-
tives of the people of choice, of color,
expelled because of their color.

But it appears to me that if we are
not careful that is where we could end
up. Tens, hundreds, thousands, of city
council people, school board members,
county commissioners, legislators,
Members of Congress expelled for no
other reason than the color of their
skin. Is that the future that we want
for this country? And is that the kind
of democracy that we are supposed to
be marching toward?

I think this Supreme Court decision
has done a tremendous disservice to
the people of this country, because in-
stead of moving forward together, now
we have the real chance of moving
backwards.

Mr. FIELDS of Louisiana. I think the
gentlewoman makes a very good point.
One of the problems that we have in
this country is how we integrate the
institutions of power, the institutions
that make decisions. How do we inte-
grate this institution that we call the
U.S. Congress, the House of Represent-
atives?

You know, in one State, when one
uses the term House of Representatives
it connotes representatives of the peo-
ple. I just have the view that when one
puts a mirror in front of the U.S. House
of Representatives it ought to rep-
resent to some degree the citizens of
the United States of America. And if
the court continues to go on the trend
it is going on today, it is going to
eliminate many of the majority-minor-
ity districts in this Congress, which
means that you would not be able to
see the kind of representation in this
Congress that you see outside of this
Congress, and that is among the Amer-
ican people.

I think it is encouraging to see His-
panics in the U.S. Congress and Afri-
can-Americans and women in the U.S.
Congress. I think that is what rep-
resentation is all about. but we are
clearly going to have a problem in ob-
taining a good representation of this
country right here in the Halls of Con-
gress if we continue to eliminate dis-
tricts like the district from Georgia
and other districts that are majority-
minority districts.

I want the gentlewoman to bear with
me a moment. I have a few more maps
I want to show here, because this is, in
my opinion, very important.

I am now placing on the easel the
Third Congressional District from the
State of Tennessee, which was created
in 1990. This district is 87 percent ma-
jority.

Now, if the 11th Congressional Dis-
trict of Georgia, which is 60 percent
minority, is unconstitutional, I can’t
see much difference between the 11th
Congressional in Tennessee, other than
this district is much more diverse than
the Third Congressional District in
Tennessee.

So I just think the Court is about to
open up the floodgates of litigation as
the gentlewoman knows, if they con-

tinue to go on the this trend of judging
districts based on their appearance and
not judging districts based on any real
constitutional standard. Because none
of these districts can win a beauty con-
test, and I do not think that is the pur-
pose of the Voting Rights Act, and I do
not think there is anything in the Con-
stitution of the United States of Amer-
ica that says that a district must look
a certain way.

I just find it ironic that the United
States Supreme Court will take the
amendment that was used to protect
minority voters, the 14th amendment
of the Constitution and the equal pro-
tection clause, and instead of using
that as a shield to continue to protect
minority voters, they use it as a award
to insure the. I just find that to be hard
to believe today, that the court would
make that kind of ruling

Ms. MCKINNEY. Mr. Speaker, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. FIELDS of Louisiana. I am
happy to yield to the gentlewoman
from Georgia.

Ms. MCKINNEY. You know, we are
talking about beauty contests, but the
beauty of these districts is that they
provide effective representation for the
people who reside in them. And I know
that we perhaps would not have even
had to have an 11th Congressional Dis-
trict of Georgia as a majority-minority
district had the residents of the dis-
trict been properly taken care of when
they had other representation.

But you can immediately ride into
the 11th District and know that you
have crossed some kind of threshold,
where you have people who live in
homes without running water, you
have people who are suffering from en-
vironmental contamination and dying,
you have people who still have their
voting rights violated in 1994 and 1995.

We cross some kind of time thresh-
old, we cross some kind of socio-
economic threshold, we cross a neglect
threshold. And now, for the first time,
particularly in Georgia, outside of the
city of Atlanta, people have a strong
voice fighting for them, providing some
relief from their suffering.

And the Supreme Court now says
that that is unconstitutional. The
question, I guess, is not what about
CYNTHIA MCKINNEY, but what about
those people? Because CYNTHIA MCKIN-
NEY may be gone, but the problems
that those people have to endure day
after day as they mete out a meager
existence will endure. What is going to
happen to those people? Who will serve
those people? I do not have lobbyists
coming into my office asking me to
please provide running water for the
people who do not have running water
in their homes in your district, CYN-
THIA.

The lobbyists come by and they have
their hands out and they re asking for
government largess, but it is not on be-
half of the people who are in need. I
was sent here by the people who are in
need, and I do my darnedest to rep-
resent them, as I know you do, and
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that is the appropriate balance in this
place; that is the appropriate balance
for government, that we have all of the
people who are in need and all of the
various needs represented. And their in
the marketplace of political ideas they
clash and their values assume a certain
kind of value, and some win and some
lose, some come out on top, but every-
body should not always have to come
out on the bottom all the time.

That is what these districts were de-
signed to prevent. That is why I believe
all of these districts are beautiful dis-
tricts.

Mr. FIELDS of Louisiana. I thank
the gentlewoman for that analogy. I
mean the gentlewoman has done such a
great job here in this Congress for the
people that she represents back in
Georgia and it would be just, in my
opinion, a big calamity for the many
people in Georgia to lose a Representa-
tive like you.

That is why the point of shape should
be such a nonfactor, to even opine a
thought that a gentlewoman like you
might not be able to serve in this body
simply because the district looks a cer-
tain way. In my opinion, I agree with
you, I think the district is absolutely
beautiful. First of all, there is no con-
stitutional standard for beauty. I have
read through and through the Constitu-
tion and I have not seen any beauty
contest requirement for the shape of a
district. One of the reasons for that is
because the districts, I mean the
States are not perfect squares and per-
fect circles.

You take the State of Louisiana, for
example, it is shaped like a boot. So
you cannot get a perfect district out of
the State of Louisiana when the State
itself does not, is not a perfect square
or a perfect circle, but I think the
State of Louisiana is a beautiful State.

I take issue with anybody who would
say the State of Louisiana is not a
beautiful-looking State. I am proud of
that boot shape of the State of Louisi-
ana, because it is not how the shape of
the State looks, it is what is within the
State. We have great people within the
State of Louisiana.

Let me, if the gentlewoman would
bear with me just for a moment, I
know the gentlewoman has been up all
night representing her constituents.

Ms. MCKINNEY. Two nights.
Mr. FIELDS of Louisiana. Two

nights in a row on the floor of this
House not being able to go to sleep, not
one ounce.

Ms. MCKINNEY. Not 10 minutes of
sleep.

Mr. FIELDS of Louisiana. Not 10
minutes and still on the floor tonight
fighting for the damned, the doomed,
the disenchanted, the have-nots, and I
just want to commend the gentle-
woman from Georgia for just being
here, because she has often said the
issue is not whether or not CYNTHIA
MCKINNEY will serve another day in
Congress, but the issue is whether or
not a person like CYNTHIA MCKINNEY
will have the opportunity to serve in

Congress. These are not guaranteed
districts, these are opportunity dis-
tricts.

I want the gentlewoman to look at
the Sixth District of Chicago. This dis-
trict is in existence today. This district
is represented by a very able Member
of this body. I would dare not say that
this Member of Congress has not rep-
resented his constituents. This district
is separated.

Ms. MCKINNEY. Discontinuity.
Mr. FIELDS of Louisiana. This is not

even contiguous. This district is sepa-
rated not by water, not by some island,
this district is separated by another
district. If you look, another district, a
congressional district actually runs in
between this district and this little is-
land here, which is a part of this dis-
trict.

Now, if this district, which is all con-
tiguous, not one part of this district is
noncontiguous, and this district, which
is—let me give you the numbers of this
district, 95.2 percent white.

Ms. MCKINNEY. Looks like that dis-
trict could be subject to a lawsuit.

Mr. FIELDS of Louisiana. If this dis-
trict here is unconstitutional accord-
ing to the Supreme Court of the United
States of America, then what do you
think this district here is? You are
talking about a district that is not
even contiguous. There are three dif-
ferent islands on this district here, and
this district here is certainly all intact
and all contiguous.

Ms. MCKINNEY. What kind of mis-
chief has the Supreme Court now
made? Can you imagine the 50 States of
the United States engaged in redis-
tricting in the middle of the 10-year pe-
riod? What kind of political chaos
could result in something like that?

Mr. FIELDS of Louisiana. It would
be absolute disruption. It would open
up the floodgates of litigation. It would
be unmanageable. If every one citizen
in America who feels that their district
does not look a certain way and will
not pass any beauty contest runs to the
courthouse and files a lawsuit, we are
going to be dealing with this issue of
reapportionment for a long period of
time.

That is why I think the courts must
be very careful when they come down
on these districts simply because they
are majority-minority, one; and, two,
they do not look a certain way and do
not pass the course of beauty contests
and fail to look at all these districts
that are majority-majority districts,
that do not look a certain way and do
not fit into a perfect square, in a per-
fect box scenario or syndrome. Those
districts which are overwhelmingly one
race and not diverse, like these dis-
tricts that the courts are making, call-
ing unconstitutional, have to be sub-
ject to the same kind of scrutiny that
these districts are subject to.

I only have three more districts I
would like to share with the gentle-
woman because I know it is getting
late in the hour.

Ms. MCKINNEY. But you know, Con-
gressman, I would also like to say

something about this notion about dis-
tricts are supposed to look a certain
way, people are supposed to look a cer-
tain way. I have had a particular prob-
lem since I have been elected because I
do not quite look the way most Mem-
bers of Congress are supposed to look.
Security guards stop me, elevator oper-
ators stop me, you name it, I have
problems. I was stopped even last week
because I do not look the way some
folks think a Member of Congress is
supposed to look.

When we start judging by how we
think folks are supposed to look or
things are supposed to look, and then
discriminating against them based on
the fact that that does not quite look
like what we think it ought to look
like, the stereotype we have in our
minds, then we really are engaging in
something else that is very harmful,
and that is what we want to avoid as
well.

So there is some preconceived idea, I
guess, that a good district is a circular
district, or maybe it is a square dis-
trict, but it certainly cannot look like
that district and be a good district. It
can look like that district if it pro-
duces somebody who looks like the way
a Member of Congress is supposed to
look, but if that district produces
somebody who looks like me and says I
do not look like the kind of person who
ought to be walking the Halls of Con-
gress as a Member of Congress, then
something is wrong with the district.
Highly suspect reasoning.

Mr. FIELDS of Louisiana. I would
like to share with the gentlewoman
just three more maps. I want to thank
her for her patience. While we talk
about appearance, I would like to share
with the gentlewoman the 14th Con-
gressional District of Texas.

This was a 1920’s. You can see that
that district was not contiguous. It had
an island, and that was not because of
water, it was because another district
actually ran between that district, and
this district was actually created to
disenfranchise minority groups. It was
gerrymandered for the purpose of ex-
cluding minority groups, Hispanics and
blacks, so that they would not be em-
powered and so that they would not be
the majority, so that they could not
elect a candidate of their choice.

The courts saw absolutely nothing
wrong with this district. Citizens did
not file complaints, of course. But it
just goes to show you how districts
that look just like districts that are
being declared unconstitutional are
suspect, and the Supreme Court was
very much constitutional in the past
and in fact in the present.

Now this next district I am about to
show the gentlewoman is probably the
one that I have the most fun with, to
be quite honest with you, because if
the 11th District of Georgia is irregu-
lar, according to the courts, then I
would like to know what you call this
district. Now, this is the Sixth District
of Texas, Dallas, TX. This is one dis-
trict and no one has filed a lawsuit in
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this district. Why? Because this dis-
trict is not a majority-minority dis-
trict. It is not Hispanic, it is not black.
So I guess it is constitutional. But this
district runs all over the place. I mean,
they criticize a district in Louisiana
saying it is only so wide. They criticize
a district, the 12th Congressional Dis-
trict in North Carolina, represented by
a very able Member of Congress, Mr.
WATT. They said his district is as wide
as an interstate. How wide is this dis-
trict at certain points?

Now, let us do a comparison test. Let
us do a little beauty contest. This is
the district that was declared by the
Supreme Court in its infinite wisdom
as being unconstitutional, the 11th Dis-
trict of Georgia, which is at the top,
and there is the Sixth District of Texas
at the bottom. Now, you tell me which
district in your opinion, if you want to
talk beauty. There is a portion of this
district that is not even contiguous. As
a matter of fact, there are three or four
portions of this district that are not
contiguous. Take this portion here
which is not contiguous. This little is-
land over here to the left is not contig-
uous.

It just goes to show you you cannot
develop an appearance standard to de-
termine the constitutionality of a dis-
trict.

The last district, which is probably
the district that started this whole
term gerrymandering, is a district of
Massachusetts. A very able member of
this body, a person who works very
hard, represents the Fourth Congres-
sional District of Massachusetts. This
district is the real district because it
comes from the State that brought
about the term gerrymander as a result
of their great Governor at that time.
This district is not under challenge. It
is not a majority-minority district; it
is a majority-majority district. A very
able member of this body represents
this district, represents his constitu-
ents well, and no one asks questions
about the constitutionality of this dis-
trict. It is just suspect to me that only
districts that appear to be unconstitu-
tional are districts that are majority-
minority.

Ms. MCKINNEY. Based on shape.
Mr. FIELDS of Louisiana. Just the

other day in New York, I forgot what
congressional district, but it is rep-
resented by a very able female member
of this Congress.

Ms. MCKINNEY. Absolutely.
Mr. FIELDS of Louisiana. A Hispanic

district.
Ms. MCKINNEY. The Nation’s first

Puerto Rican American Congress-
woman.

Mr. FIELDS of Louisiana. First
Puerto Rican American Congress-
woman walking into the halls of Con-
gress, now being challenged because
her district looks a certain way, and it
is majority Hispanic.

I just thought we would take a few
minutes tonight to talk about this.
And I also wanted to tell you how
much your leadership has meant to

this body and will continue to mean to
this body. Because I certainly have no
plans of the gentlewoman leaving this
body. But it really hurts me to my
heart to know that the Supreme Court
would rule that this beautiful district,
this beautiful district, and to show you
just how beautiful this district is, this
absolute perfect beautiful district
would be declared as an unconstitu-
tional gerrymander, and this district
here goes untouched. I want you to
know that the people of Savannah and
the people of all parts of Georgia who
are under your great leadership, you
know, have nothing to be ashamed of,
and they ought to stick their chests
out and be proud of the fact that they
are members of this beautiful district.

I do not know what will happen in
the future, but people like you are the
kind of people that this country needs
to make this country really project
what it talks about on a day-to-day
basis and even tries to get other coun-
tries to talk about, and that is democ-
racy. Because now when we put a mir-
ror in front of this Congress and we see
a Congresswoman, a gentlewoman like
you, then there are people all across
America who can poke their chests out
and say I am proud to be an American
and I am proud to be in America be-
cause our Congress, our House of Rep-
resentatives, is inclusive and not exclu-
sive.

On a closing note, while people talk
about the number of minority Members
who are now Members of Congress and
they talk about this uproar and this in-
crease in numbers, there are only 40
black Members in the whole U.S. Con-
gress, not the House of Representa-
tives, mind you, but in the entire U.S.
Congress. That is the House and the
Senate.

Ms. MCKINNEY. There are 535 Mem-
bers.

Mr. FIELDS of Louisiana. There are
535 House and Senate Members, and of
the 535 House and Senate Members,
there are only 40 blacks. For anyone to
even opine the thought that these
Members are here because they were
guaranteed some safety or were guar-
anteed seats, is absolutely wrong. The
only thing they were guaranteed was
an opportunity, and that was an oppor-
tunity to be able to plead their case be-
fore voters in the most diverse districts
in the whole United States of America.
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And it really frightens me today that
this court would find the most diverse
district in the country as a district
that may be unconstitutional, and it
really falls square. I mean, it just falls
square on the shoulders and slaps the
Voting Rights Act in its face, and it
also slaps those people who have
worked so hard, those people who have
worked so hard to fight for the passage
of the Voting Rights Act, people like
Martin Luther King, people like
Thurgood Marshall and people like
President Kennedy, I mean, people who

just gave it all to make sure that this
Congress would reflect this country.

And I want to thank the gentle-
woman for her willingness to come
here tonight after being up for 2 nights
in row and standing on the floor of this
House and talking about a significant
issue like reapportionment.

Ms. MCKINNEY. I commend the gen-
tleman for his leadership on this very
important issue, and I would also just
like to commend you for being able to
prevail in such a dark period of uncer-
tainty when I know all of the clouds of
doubt and sometimes a little bit of dis-
appointment were trying to rain on
your parade, but you were able to keep
your head up high, maintain your dig-
nity and continue to function, lead in
this body. I appreciate your leadership.
I appreciate your leadership on this
issue, and I certainly appreciate the
enduring friendship that we will have
as a result of our time here together.

Mr. FIELDS of Louisiana. I thank
the gentlewoman.

f

LEAVE OF ABSENCE

By unanimous consent, leave of ab-
sence was granted to:

Mr. YATES (at the request of Mr. GEP-
HARDT), for today after 8 p.m., on ac-
count of illness.

f

SPECIAL ORDERS GRANTED

By unanimous consent, permission to
address the House, following the legis-
lative program and any special orders
heretofore entered, was granted to:

(The following members (at the re-
quest of Ms. JACKSON-LEE) to revise
and extend their remarks and include
extraneous material:)

Mr. TOWNS, for 5 minutes, today.
Ms. WOOLSEY, for 5 minutes, today.
Mr. DEFAZIO, for 5 minutes, today.
Ms. KAPTUR, for 5 minutes, today.
Mr. WISE, for 5 minutes, today.
Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA, for 5 minutes,

today.
Mr. HINCHEY, for 5 minutes, today.
Mr. SANDERS, for 5 minutes, today.
Mrs. MINK, of Hawaii, for 5 minutes,

today.
(The following Members (at the re-

quest of Mr. FOX of Pennsylvania) to
revise and extend their remarks and in-
clude extraneous material:)

Mrs. SEASTRAND, for 5 minutes,
today.

Mr. FOX of Pennsylvania, for 5 min-
utes, today.

f

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

By unanimous consent, permission to
revise and extend remarks was granted
to:

(The following Members (at the re-
quest of Mr. FOX of Pennsylvania) and
to include extraneous matter:)

Mr. MOORHEAD, in two instances.
Mr. FORBES.
Mr. SMITH of New Jersey.
Mr. COX.
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